CONCORDIA UNIVERSITY 


Minutes of the Fine Arts Faculty Council 
Friday, November 2, 1984 


Present: Robert Parker, Chair; A. Homzy; A. Adams; M. Natariangelo; 
E. Langley; A. Herman, W. Krol; G. Gross; R. Allison; A. Stonyer; 
J. Belisle; C. Mackenzie; S. Hudson; J. Miller; L. Sherman; 
J. Kelly; S. McLeod; K. Austin; J. Fox; T. Waugh; M. Robitaille 


Absent with apologies; J. Byers; G. Szilasi; D. Dorrance 


1. Approval of the minutes of the meeting of October 5, 1984 
*Motion: (Belisle, Gross) "that Council approve the minutes of the 


meeting of October 5, 1984" 
CARRIED 
a Chair Remarks 


The Chair. explained the importance of Council as an academic 

body responsible for making decisions affecting the academic life 
of the Faculty, such as changes in curriculum and programmes, 
decisions affecting both faculty, staff and students. He also 
noted that Council was a place where any member of the Faculty of 
Fine Arts community could bring issues for discussion particularly 
as they relate to academic matters. He expressed the hope that 
Council would become an important forum within the Faculty of 

Fine Arts. 


Parker also announced that a Departmental Review system of all 
programmes would be instituted and that, either in December or 
January, a proposal for a Review Committee, with a timetable and 
mandate, would be brought forward to Council. 


ais Curriculum Report 


Mackenzie informed Council members that Report No. 3, Graduate 
Modifications would be available at the December meeting. UCCC 
has asked for a review of the present use of numbering systems. 


Mackenzie explained that all graduate curriculum proposals would 
now be reviewed by the Faculty Curriculum Committee because of 
possible ramifications for undergraduate programmes. She noted 
that FACC will now include two student representatives, one from 
the Visual Arts and one from the Performing Arts. 


Departments are being asked to put curriculum proposals through 
proper Departmental procedures before forwarding curriculum 
changes to the Faculty Committee. 


md 


Permanent Review Committee on the Status of Women 


Regarding Faculty Council's motion of April 6th, that the 
Permanent Review Committee did not act appropriately by 
publicizing their views (re the part-time issue) before 
presenting them to Council, of which they are a Committee, 
the P.R. Committee would like to enter into Council minutes 
the following response: 


1. We consider the raising of issues for discussion within 
the Faculty and University communities part of our mandate 
as approved by Council on January 13, 1984, namely, 

"to recommend new gender equality initiatives to appropriate 
bodies", "to organize... means of maintaining Faculty aware- 
ness of gender equity issues". 

2. We appreciate Council's concern and will undertake to 
inform Council of our initiatives in the area of Faculty 
awareness, including those which require access to forums 
outside the Faculty. 

3. We request to be informed of the progress of Council's and 
the Faculty's consideration of the critical issue we raised 
in our initial letter. 


A general discussion centered around the issue of whether the 
P.R. Committee could publicize its views independently and without 
first bringing issues to Council for its deliberations. Members 
of the Committee felt that, according to its mandate, it hada 
responsibility to maintain awareness of gender issues within both 
the Faculty and University community. The discussion ended 

with a note that issues will be brought forward to Council for 
debate after which the Permanent Review Committee would be free 
to publish its views. 


With respect to the issue of the closing of programmes in Fine 
Arts to part-time student admission, this topic would be placed 
on the Agenda of the December meeting for Council's deliberations. 


